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REMARKS / ARGUMENTS 

Claims 1-11 will be pending in this application upon entry 
of the above amendments. Claims 1-4 have been amended. Claims 
7-11 have been added. The amendments find full support in the 
original specification, claims, and drawings. No new matter has 
been added. In view of the above amendments and remarks that 
follow, reexamination, reconsideration, and an early indication 
of allowance of claims 1-11 are respectfully requested. 

As an initial matter, the Examiner indicates that this 
application is a divisional of U.S. Patent Application No. 
09/747,932. This application is actually a divisional of U.S. 
Application No. 09/747,392. A Preliminary Amendment was 

submitted on September 16, 2003, to indicate this correction. 
Entry of the Preliminary Amendment is respectfully requested. 

The Examiner rejects claims 1-6 under 3 5 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Goh. Applicant respectfully traverses this 
rejection. 

Claim 1 has been amended to recite that "each recording 
mode" is "for recording a different set of data frames exchanged 
between the mobile set and a second device during a phone call." 
Claim 1 has been further amended to recite "recording a set of 
data frames identified by a selected recording mode." 

Goh fails to teach or suggest these limitations. Although 
Goh discloses a portable telephone capable of recording voice 
data during a telephone conversation, the telephone in Goh only 
records one type of voice data, that is, voice data generated by 
the user of the portable phone. As such, Goh's portable 
telephone only has one recording mode. Goh's portable telephone 
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does not support "a plurality of recording modes, each recording 
mode for recording a different set of data frames exchanged 
between the mobile set and a second device during a phone call" 
as is required by claim 1. (Emphasis added) . Accordingly, 
claim 1 is now in condition for allowance. 

Claims 3 and 4 have now been amended to recite that the 
recorded conversations are "recorded conversations including 
data frames transmitted from the mobile set to a second device 
during a phone call, and data frames transmitted from the second 
device to the mobile set during the phone call." Goh again 
fails to teach or suggest this limitation. As discussed above, 
Goh only records and plays voice data generated by the user of 
the portable telephone. Nothing in Goh teaches or suggests 
playing recorded conversations that also include "data frames 
transmitted from the second device to the mobile set during the 
phone call" as is recited in claims 3 and 4. Accordingly, 
claims 3 and 4 are now in condition for allowance. 

Claims 2, and 5-6 are also in condition for allowance 
because they depend on an allowable base claim, and for the 
additional limitations that they contain. 

Claims 7-11 are new in this application. Claims 7-11 are 
also in condition for allowance because they depend on an 
allowable base claim, and for the additional limitations that 
they contain. 
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In view of the above amendments and remarks, Applicant 
respectfully requests reconsideration, reexamination, and an 
early indication of allowance of claims 1-11. 



Respectfully submitted, 



CHRISTIE, PARKER & HALE, LLP 




JEC/lal 
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